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LAW OFFICES OF JOSHUA S. DAVIDSON, PLC PD/
14362 North Frank Lloyd Wright Blvd - Suite 1000 17 stim vy

Scottsdale, Arizona 85260 ‘
Telephone 480-248-7022
Facsimile 480-336-2250
Joshua S. Davidson 019048
josh@jdavidsonlaw.com
Attorney for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF COCONINO, STATE OF ARIZONA

STATE OF ARIZONA,
Case No. CR2015-00862
Plaintiff,
VS. MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE
OFFICE OF THE COCONINO COUNTY
STEVEN EDWARD JONES, ATTORNEY
Defendant. ' (Hon. Dan Slayton — Div. 2)

Defendant, Steven Jones, through undersigned counsel, hereby requests
disqualification of the Office of the Coconino County Attorney (hereinafter
referred to as "CCAQ") from the prosecution of the above-entitled matter.

As set forth in the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the
relationship betweer: Coconino County Attorney William Ring and his former
employer, Aspey, Watkins & Diesel (hereinafter referred to as "AWD"), presents a
significant conflict which is irrefutable in light of the civil action filed against Mr.
Jones and his parents by AWD on behalf of nearly all the alleged victims in this
case.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
RELEVANT FACTS

The Court is familiar with the facts and circumstances of the underlying
charges against Mr. Jones.
His case was scheduled for a retrial in October after the first trial resulted in

a hung jury. The State is represented by CCAQO in this matter. Current Coconino
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County Attorney William Ring worked at AWD immediately prior to his election?
and received numerous contributions from AWD attorneys during his campaign.?
AWD also sponsored at least one fundraising event for Ring.2

Last month, Mr. Jones and his parents were served with a civil lawsuit filed
by AWD on behalf of Mr. Piring, Mr. Prato and the parents of Mr. Brough.* The
suit seeks a financial award based on the legal theory of negligence per se’ -
which essentially operates to automatically establish financial liability against the
defendant in the event Mr. Ring’s office obtains a conviction at trial.

In their civil complaint, AWD pursues a monetary judgment against Warren
Jones (Defendant’s father), alleging that he negligently trained and supervised
the defendant's use of a firearm.® In support of this cause of action, AWD makes
numerous factual assertions that were obtained directly from Warren's pre-trial
interview with Ring's office.” As the Court no doubt recalls, the defense raised its
concerns before and during trial regarding the motivations behind the State's
efforts to designate Warren Jones a prosecution witness. As expected, the State
never actually cailed Warren in either its case-in-chief or as a rebuttal witness.
To this day, the State has yet to articulate a credible justification for its decision
to include Warren Jones on its witness list.

Mr. Ring was elected in November 2016. As of that date, Mr. Jones' case
had been pending for over one year and during that period, the State never

once requested or expressed an interest in conducting a pre-trial interview or

1 See Exhibit
2 See Exhibit
3 See Exhibit
4 See Exhibit
> See Exhibit
6 See Exhibit
7 See Exhibit
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deposition with the Defendant’s father. Approximately one month after Ring's

election, however, CCAO sought a pre-trial interview with Warren Jones, claiming
that his "testimony [was] material to the case”.? CCAO also claimed that because
Mr. Jones asserted that he acted in self-defense, the State "must be able to
meet [Defendant’s] justification defense by gathering all relevant information
associated with Defendant's alleged defense.”® (The State, of course was
patently aware of Mr. Jones' justification defense and Warren's involvement in
his firearms training since the inception of the case — long before Mr. Ring’s
election.)

The timing of the State’s election to conduct discovery with Warren Jones
is, at best, highly suspicious and raises well founded questions regarding CCAO's
continued overreaching in this case. At a bare minimum, AWD's complaint
tacitly admits that Warren's statement — a statement purportedly given as a
material witness in the criminal case - was disclosed by CCAO to AWD and used
by AWD to bring Warren Jones into their civil suit. The appearance of a
significant impropriety is further highlighted by the financial interest AWD and
its clients have in the outcome of this matter. Respectfully, Mr. Ring’s ties to
AWD simply cannot be ignored under these circumstances. This is especially true
given the seriousness of the charges and the need to protect the perceived

integrity of the process in a highly-publicized case such as this.

8 See States Motion to Compel Depositicn of Warren Jones.
P




1|l LAW AND ARGUMENT
2 The Coconino County Attorney’s Office has a conflict of interest that
requires its immediate disqualification.
B
Every criminal defendant is entitled to substantive and procedural due
4
process, i.e. to fundamental fairness, United States v. Lilly, 983 F.2d 300, 309 (1st
5
” Cir.1992). The Defendant asserts a due process right under the Fourteenth
Amendment to a conflict-free prosecutor. Any interest that is inconsistent with
7
the prosecutor's duty to safeguard justice is a conflict that potentially could
8
violate a defendant's right to fundamental fairness. Villalpando v. Reagan, 211
9
Ariz. 305, 309, 1 12,121 P.3d 172, 176 (App. 2005).
U 10
& % The Ethical Rules do not exclude the Coconino County Attorney. See, e.g.,
S 8§11
.§ g 2 T State ex rel. Romley v. Superior Court In and For County of Maricopa, 181 Ariz. 378,
S € 8
8 |z8% 13 || 891 P-2d 246 (App. 1995).
+ |V £
v = ©'a .
g Zg8s Ethical Rule 1.7 provides
£ |85 14
2 §§§ 15 (a) ... [A] lawyer shall not represent a client if the representation involves
s £3g a concurrent conflict of interest. A concurrent conflict of interest exists
S5 16 if:
s5|" s
2 18 (2) there is a significant risk that the representation of one
= or more clients will be materially limited by the lawyer's
19 responsibilities to another client, a former client or a third
20 person or by a personal interest of the lawyer.
21 i Moo alloh
To be clear, CCAO does not represent the alleged victims in this case. The
22
rule is well established that a prosecutor does not represent the victim in a
23 ,
criminal trial and the victim is not a client of the prosecutor. /d. at 382, 891 P.2d
24
at 250. Moreover, the prosecutor’s role is to seek justice, not just a conviction.
25
The prosecutor’s interest is that “justice shall be done.” Poo/ v. Superior Court
26
139 Ariz. 98, 103, 677 P.2d 261, 266 (1984) quoting Berger v. United States, 295
27

U.S. 78, 88 (1935). As Ethical Rule 3.8, Comment 1 states:

|
&5
|
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A prosecutor has the responsibility of a minister of
justice and not simply that of an advocate. This
responsibility carries with it specific obligations to see
that the defendant is accorded procedural justice.

In Turbin v. Superior Court In & For County of Navajo, the Arizona Court of
Appeals further explained:

[W]e begin by defining the role of a prosecutor in our
criminal system. He represents the sovereign whose
obligation is to govern impartially and whose chief object
is justice. Public confidence in the criminal justice system
is maintained by assuring that it operates in a fair and
impartial manner. This confidence is eroded when a
prosecutor has a conflict or personal interest in the
criminal case which he is handling.

Turbin, 165 Ariz. 195, 198, 797 P.2d 734, 737 (App. 1990) (citing State v. Latigue,
108 Ariz. 521, 523, 502 P.2d 1340, 1342 (1972)). Hence, CCAO does not
represent AWD's clients - the alieged victims in this case. Rather, its client is the
State of Arizona and its duty is to see that justice is done; not that Steven Jones
is convicted.

Here, CCAC cannot credibly deny that - at a bare minimum - there is a
significant apparent conflict given Mr. Ring’'s compromising entanglements with
AWD, the financial gains AWD and its clients stand to obtain from a conviction
and evidence tending to show that CCAO undertook pre-trial discovery in the
criminal case for the benefit of AWD. On the contrary, the incontrovertible facts
establish a deeply concerning state of affairs surrounding a case where one
young man lost his life and another is fighting for his at trial.

Proof of an actual conflict, while present in this case, in not required for
disqualification.

Whether apparent or actual, CCAO'’s conflict jeopardizes Mr. Jones' right to

fundamentai fairness and requires the disquaiification of CCAO. In Romley, the
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Arizona Court of Appeals wrote that the mere appearance of impropriety
remained an important ethical concern and may itself require disqualification:

Although the Model Rules adopted by our supreme court
in Rule 42 no longer contain the former Canon 9
appearance of impropriety prohibition, our supreme court
has stated that this standard still “survives as part of
conflict of interest” analysis, and “should be enough to
cause an attorney to closely scrutinize his conduct.”
However, appearance of impropriety does not necessarily
cause disqualification in every case; rather, “[w]here the
conflict is so remote that there is insufficient appearance
of wrongdoing, disqualification is not required.”

Id. at 383, 891 P.2d at 251 {(citations omitted).

Ring's troublesome ties with AWD, the State’'s questionable motives for
interviewing Warren Jones as a “prosecution witness”, the use by AWD of his
interview and the win-at-ail-costs tactics empioyed by the State when AWD and
its clients have a financial interest in the outcome creates an "appearance of
wrongdoing” that goes weil beyond ethical standards and cannot be dismissed as
an "insufficient appearance of wrongdoing”. Mr. Jones asserts the most basic
tenets of due process require CCAO's disqualification due to these numerous
conflicts, irrespective of whether actua/impropriety by the State can be proven.

In the context of a different apparent conflict, 7urbin also dismisses the
notion that a defendant must demonstrate actval/ indiscretion or impropriety for
disqualification. Noting the inherent difficuity for a defendant to meet this
burden, the court held: “We reject the state's suggestion that the prosecutor's
office can never be disqualified unless the defendant can show that actual
prejudice exists as a resuit of his former attorney joining that office. Two
considerations weigh against this approach. First, in many instances actual

prejudice may exist but may be extremely difficult for the defendant to prove. As
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the Colorado Court of Appeals observed in People v. Stevens, 642 P.2d 39, 41
(Colo.App.1981):

A defendant shouid not be forced to attempt to prove
that there was actual/indiscretion or impropriety. Evidence
of such conduct, being under the control of the
prosecution, would be well-nigh impossible for a
defendant to bring forth. [Emphasis in original.]

Turbin at 198, 797 P.2d at 737.

Here, the record containé ample evidence tending to show actual/
impropriety by the State however the Court does not need to ascribe nefarious
motives to CCAO before disqualifying it. In fact, the gravity of the mere apparent
conflict and impropriety in this case requires nothing less.

There is no substitute for a conflict-free prosecutor, and public confidence
in the integrity of the criminal justice system will be compromised if CCAO
is allowed continue prosecuting this case.

The public trust in the integrity of the judicial process requires us to resolve
any serious doubt in favor of disqualification. State v. Hursey, 176 Ariz. 330,
333, 861 P.2d 615, 618 (1993) (citing State v. Tippecanoe County Court, 432
N.E.2d 1377, 1379) (Ind.1982) {emphasis added). Assuring public confidence in
the criminal justice system is maintained by assuring that it operates in a fair and
impartial manner. “This confidence is eroded when a prosecutor has a conflict or
personal interest in the criminal case which he is handling. 7urbin, supra.

Well-founded public concern regarding the integrity of this case and the
criminal justice system in which it will be resolved cannot be avoided unless
CCAOQO is disqualified - particularly given the overwhelming level of media
attention it has received (which will be intensified by the upcoming scheduled
appearance on national television by cne or more of the alleged victims and/or

their families).
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Since we are here dealing with “appearance,” both to the
public as well as to individual defendants, trial courts
must carefully scrutinize any case with, for example, a
high public profile or strong political overtones. We
emphasize again that the ultimate goal is to maintain
both public and individual confidence in the integrity of
our judicial system.

Romley at 229, 908 P.2d at 43. (Emphasis added.)

If CCAOQ is permitted to avoid disqualification, public scrutiny will not stop
at Mr. Ring's ties to AWD and thé circumstances surrounding Warren Jones'
"witness interview”. Skepticism will also be heightened by CCAO's reported
efforts to obtain information from private conversations between the Court and
the Maricopa County Probation Department® CCAO’s failure to disclose
exculpatory information related to alleged victim Nickolas Piring’s documented
history of providing untruthful information to law enforcement,!! patently false
statements of fact made by Deputy County Attorney Ammon Barker during
closing arguments, and other overreaching by the State. While alleged

prosecutorial misconduct typically warrants remedies other than disqualification,

10 See Exhibit “H”

11 October 2, 2015 (just one week before the date of the incident) alleged victim Nicholas
Piring pled guilty to two crimes of dnshonestg including false reporting to law enforcement
in Flagstaff Municipal Court Case No. CR2015-2691. See Exhibit “I" The convictions were
later vacated in connection with a PCR that was met with little opposition by the State.

‘Notwithstanding the subsequent order vacating the criminal convictions, alleged victim
Nicholas Piring appeared in court and admitted that he lied to the police. ,gffirmative
disclosure of this exculpatory infermation was required by even the narrowest reading of
Brady. CCAO withheld this information from the defense - knowing that the credibility of
Mr. Piring would be a material issue at trial.

Where the reliability of a given witness may well be determinative of guilt or innocence,
nondisciosure of evidence affecting credibility falls within the general rule that the
rosecution must unilaterally disclose any impeachment or exculpatory evidence that is
avorable to the defendant and which may create a reasonable doubt in jurors' minds
regardm? the defendant's guilt. Milke v. Mroz 236 Ariz. 276, 280, 1 6, 339 P.3d 659, 663
(App. 2014) (citation omitied).
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that is not the case when Mr. Ring's benefactor and former employer (AWD)
stands to financially profit from a conviction his office is so determined to obtain.
Defendant respectfully submits that this Court can either permit CCAO to
continue prosecuting this case or maintain public confidence in the process - but
not both.

This Court has both the authority and duty to remove CCAO.

It is within this Court's authority to remove CCAO from this case. Trial
courts have the ‘authority to disquality a prosecutor’'s office for a conflict of
interest.  Villalpando (citing Smart Indus. Corp. Mfg. v. Superior Court (St
Germaine), 179 Ariz. 141, 145, 876 P.2d 1176, 1180 (App. 1994)).

In determining whether an entire prosecutor’s office must be disqualified
because of the conflict of interest of a single member of the office, Arizona
precedents consider the appearance of impropriety as part of the balancing test
a court must apply. 7Turbin, at 199, 797 P.2d at 738. The defendant need not
show actual prejudice to prevail on a motion to disqualify, but its presence or
absence is merely “one facet of whether a fair prosecution is endangered by the
appearance of impropriety.” /d. Several factors courts must consider when
deciding a motion to disqualify opposing counsel:

(1) whether the motion is being made for the purposes of
harassment;

(2) whether the moving party wili be damaged if the motion is
denied;

(3) whether there is an alternative solution or whether the proposed
solution is the least damaging possible under the circumstances; and

(4) whether the possibility of public suspicion will outweigh any
benefits that might accrue due to continued representation.
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Villalpando at 11 11-12, 121 P.2d at 176 (citing Alexander v. Superior Court, 141
Ariz. 157, 165, 685 P.2d 1309, 1317 (1984)). This motion is not for harassment, no
other alternatives exist and there will be prejudice to both the Defendant and
public confidence if this motion is denied because the structural fairness of the
proceedings will be compromised.

There are many ethical lawyers engaged in principled public service as
prosecutors at CCAO; however, the ethical rule of imputed disqualification
requires disqualification of the entire office:

While lawyers are associated in a firm, none of them shall knowingly
represent a client when any one of them practicing alone would be
prohibited from doing so by ERs 1.7 or 1.9, uniess the prohibition is based
on a personal interest of the prohibited lawyer and does not present a
significant risk of materially limiting the representation of the client by the
remaining lawyers in the firm.

E.R. 1.10(a).

Ring’s conflict is personal and institutional. He is the elected leader of
CCAO and any attorney acting as his deputy will suffer this same disabling
conflict. In Latigue, the entire Maricopa County Attorney’s office was disqualified
based on the conflict of the chief deputy. That policy should apply here. Deputy
county attorneys receive their marching orders from Ring; they are his minions
and, collectively, a self-serving faction.

CONCLUSION

Any interest that is inconsistent with the prosecutor's duty to safeguard
justice is a conflict that potentiaily could violate a defendant's right to
fundamental fairness. Viflajpando at, 309, T 12, 121 P.3d at 176. Equally, if not

more important as Mr. Jones' due process rights to fundamental fairness is the
public's confidence in the process itself. Any serious doubt must therefore be

resolved in favor of disqualification. Hursey, supra.

-10-
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CCAOQ, at a minimum, has an appearance of impropriety and significant
conflict such that it should be disqualified from the prosecution of Steven Jones.
Simply put, AWD and its clients stand to financially profit from a conviction in
the criminal case being prosecuted by CCAO. CCAO is headed by Mr. Ring who
worked as an attorney at AWD immediately prior to his election, received
campaign contributions from AWD and was the beneficiary of fundraising efforts
undertaken by AWD on his behalf.

The Defendant and the people of Arizona are entitled to have this case
prosecuted by a prosecutor whose actual and apparent goal is to safeguard
justice. This Court, by disqualifying CCAO as the prosecutor, would give
assurances to both the Defendant the community that actions taken to
prosecute him are not influenced by loyalties to a civil firm with a significant
financial interest in the case. Defendant respectfully request that CCAO be
conflicted off this case and the matter transferred to another prosecuting agency
to be determined by the Court. A disinterested prosecutor, independent of Ring,
is required to restore confidence and assure constitutionally valid proceedings.

7

DATED this _____ day of August, 2017.

LAW/ORFICES OF JOSHUA S. DAVIDSON, PLC

By, "/C__,—

Joshua S. Davidson
Attorney for Defendant

=33
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ORIGINAL mailed
this 47~ day of August, 2017, to:

Clerk of the Coconino County Superior Court
200 N. San Francisco St.

Flagstaff, AZ 86001

COPY of the foregoing e-mailed
this same date to:

Carrie Faultner

Judicial Assistant to Hon. Dan Slayton
200 N. San Francisco St.

Flagstaff, Arizona 86001
cfaultne@courts.az.gov

Ammon Barker

110 E. Cherry Avenue
Flagstaff, Arizona 86001
COCONIN0.az.gov
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COGONINO COUNTY
POLITICAL COMMITTEE
STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION goconin County Eieatlons

Tifles 18 & 14, A
Cefinitons. wlatd

7 wruns! Bogisiration S Amzadon 3 ID# {(0 X QQ—’B
HAME OF POLITICAL COMIAITIEE iFor o bails! massus Fon rhra SRAL EIUNe ORI pelina senal W}ﬁ(?f} DATE
Committee to E?ec% Bd Ring for (.;ocan ino (mw ty Attorney
To 3 T el g STATE 2
[Flagstaff ‘ Az 86001
MAUING ADDRESS (if cifferont rom st TR T OIYY STATE 7
P.0. Box 1528 Flagsteff Az 868002

COMINTIEE ?».%..?5?"%‘ I Wi TeE EOATALCRESS

: ;ﬂf*furu{:ursWa‘{iormy@gn“sail,com

928-814-322
CEETIONDATE N E

I aey HTTEE FIAVE A SPGHECRIMG DROGANZSETION? | ) YEETITID
! o R
‘August 30, 2016/November 8, 2016  © ¥4

CHAME GF 8PONSORMING ORGANIZATION.

i

AODRESE OF SPONSORNG DRGANZATON

TYPE OF POLITICAL COMMITTEE

[ CANDIDATE'S CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE {3 BEFARATE SEGREGATED FUND ESTABLISHED BY A
[ EXPLORATORY COMMITTES CORPORATION OR LABOR ORGANIZATION

. it s G P S {1 COMMITTEE DRGANIZED FOR THE PURPOSE OF
f%gggég é%%?fi%ﬁzgm%m ol e MAKING INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES

[] COMMITTEE i [J SUPPORT OF-or-( OPPOSITION T0 THE L POLITICAL GRGANIZATION (an S b
QUALIFICATION. PASSAGE OR DEFEAT OF A BALLOT MEASURE formedy aifiliated with and recognized by a polilical party
ARS. § 16-902.01(F) z.mmdmg a distict commiltes that is argamed putsuant 1o

ARS §18-823

{3 POLITICAL PARTY {only stale or county committeas of an
mrgacizaton thal mess the requirements for recognition as
= poliicad pardy (B.E 5. § 16-801, 16-804, 16-821 & 16825

{3 GTHER COMMITTEE (Please describe below)

Eallot Measwre
{3 COMMITTEE ORGANIZED TO CIRUGULATE 0¥

PETITIONOR TO INFLUENCE THE RESULY
Recalled Meomber
Sifice or District : TR

{ R . 5 L, NO TREASURER OF A BINGLE
SLITICAL O ; : i : TE SIAY BE CHAIRMAN AND TREASURER OF
HiS OR HER OVUN CANMEY §

NALE OF COMMITTEE SHe FAN ‘ T R RS ERE
William P. Ring ot s ,,

CHARMANL S R . (30 g aonrens o Bt Loy | BIATE ZF

86001

CHAIRNMAN'S GOCOUPA
Attomey

HAME UF COMMITTEE TREAS

Cathy Ryan

SERR DE : 0 t e

86001

EASURERS OOCUPAT!

3
( Supply Chain Manager

Chze Repgoe RO



AT A QUALIFIED FINANCIAL INSTITUTION. AR.E §18-902(C). LIST NAMES OF ALL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS WITH WHICH THE COMMITTEE
MAINTAINS ACCOUNTS OR SAFETY DEPOSIT BOXES. (Do not tist account numbers.

, National Bank of Arizona 5 3,

BEFORE A POLITICAL COMMITTEE ACCEPTS A CONTRIBUTION OR MAKES AN EXPENDITURE 1T SHALL DESIGNATE AT LEAST ONE ACCOUNT

FOR A CANDIDATE'S CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE OR AN EXPLORATORY COMMITTEE, PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION
(Party Affiliation and Office Sought are optional for Exploratory Comimitiaes.)

NAME OF CANDIDATE OR DESIGNATING INDIVIDUAL (D)

Bill Ring ]
PARTY AFFILIATION OFFICE SOUGHT COUNTY OF RESIDENCE
Democrat Coconino County Altorney Coconino

‘ g UAL'S RESIDENCE ADDRESS | CITY ' STATE P
~ Flagstaff Az 86001

CANDIDATE'S OR DESIGNATING INDIVIDUAL'S {D/i) STATEMENT: A a0 hosize the @boYe-named pelitical committee as my political
committee to receive contributions and make expenditures on my behdif. .

oate __ Q116 onor canpipate's sianATURE: \ \ Qﬁ{_v@,

!
CHAIRMAN'S AND TREASURER'S STATEMENT: We. the undersiagned, pursuaniloc AR.S § 18-802.01(B8) have read all the applicable
laws relating to campaign finance and reperding and have examined tha informat ined in this statement of organization and, to the

-

L
TA A
€7

TN

2

best of our knowledge and belief; it is true, corrett and oompie:f.
DATE: ‘5‘ L B l b CHAIRMAN'S SIGNATURE: _ _
paTe: 4 1R tsﬂ TREASURER'S SIGRATURE:____ [ Iy e

DEFINITION OF POLITICAL COMMITTEE: AR.S. §16-SG1{15) N )

“Political committee™ means a candidate or any asscciation or combinatitn of persons thal is orgarizad, conducted or combined for the purpose of
influencing the resuit of any eleciion or to delermine wheiier an individial will become a candidate fer slectian In this state or in any county, city town,
district or precinct in this state. that engages in political actvity in beiaif of er aguinst a candidate for clection or retention or in support of or opposition to an
initiative, referendum o7 recali or any other measure or proposition and that appiies for @ senal number and drculates pelitions and , in the case ofa
candidate for public office except those exempt pursuant lo section 16-803, that recelves contrbutions or makes expenditures In connection therewith,
notwithstanding that the asscciation or combination af persons may be a parl ni a largar assediation, combination of persons or sponsoring organizaticn not
primarily organized, conducted or combined for the purpose of influencing ihe result of eny election in this state or in any county, city. town or precinct in this
state. Examples of types of political commitiees are lisied on the froni of this form.

NOTE FOR INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED IN POLITICAL ACTIVITIES: .
An individual, acting alone, is not @ political conuniltes unker Arizana law end nnad At (e & slalesagnt of urgonization. If any addiional person of persons
join the effort (as defined abave in AR.S. §15-601(19) Bagur ny an individual. the asssrialion of persuns has bacome a “puiitical commiftee” under Arizona

{aw, and must file a statement of crganization before socepting sontritutions, making expenditures, disiibuting lterature or circulation petitions. A.R.S § 16-
902.01(A)

NOTE FOR THOSE INVOLVED iN INITIATIVE,; REFERENDUM AND RECALL EFFORTS:
Before circulating initiative, referengum or recall petitions, 3 pofitical commiliee must file its statement of oiganization wilh the apprapriate filing office.
Signatures obtained on pelitions prior (o the filing of the slateman of orgenization arz veid ang snail not se counted in detemmining the legal sufficiency of
the petition. A.R.S. §§ 19-114(B) and 15-202(C}. Ever though an individusi, acting dione. may begin the Intiative, relsrendum or recall affort, as scon as
other persons join the effort, the assoclation of persons wmust ragisier s & poiiticsl commitiee. The slatement of crganization must be filed regardiess of
whether the committee inlends to accept contnbutions or make axpendituies. .

o Cilos Rowpon $48614
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CONTRIBUTIONS more than $50 - from INDIVIDUALS®

SCHEDULE A

Committee to Elect Bill Ring for County Attorney Era- I
¢ Committes Nams
0 January 12018 fay 31, 2016
I Hegon coverng geoog fom
CONTRIBUTIONS e agount | SIIACE
- recewen | FECEMED THIS | ciipaionTo
NAME. ADDRESS, OCCUPATION AND EMPLOYER OF CONTRIBUTOR BhULLCEE PERIOD o f;Yﬁ
3 [Ngme. s
Wifliam Ring
s ’ B 01/29/16 $ 100.00 $ 100.00
L Sizate
Flagstaft, AZ 86001
Oncunation Ermaloyer § " Y
}’x&ome}' Aspey Watkins & Diesal
b lame. ;
William Ring
N s ’ 030eNE | 8 200.00 $ 300:00
i B s Staw &
Fi{agstaf%, AZ 86001 |
crupahion Spiovsr, 4 - o L |
%\"fi’omey E8&5Hine County Attorineys Office
t [Name i
Biian & Lisa Shea
Kireet Aodrass
xempt per state statute
- e - GansnG $ 250.00 $ 550.00
o pei i) i
Flagstat, Az 86004
Qnoypation Employer . i
t‘%eméy Ea&Bhine County Attorneys Office
e i ] I
é?-ﬁradermk M. Aspey
!s’%i{% ﬂ&'&gﬁ g "
?3057\3. San Francisco Street v
5o ; vaizane $500.00{  $1050.00
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
Oeeupation Empinver, | 4 s
Afioriney f*%s?; v Watkins & Digsel PLLC
Nama 5 cpgs %
Hobert & Julia Millis
Slraet Adntasy
5055 Kiltie Lane ‘ »
. . : icTeRTat: $ 250,00 $1300.00
Hlagstaft, AZ 86005
Qreupation Epploye e
éfired NGRE ;
RO, i
ENTER 10T A
{Transfor (sl to De i A

‘W rontributioes of S50 or less are bslea
Sehedule A, do ot includs them on Scneg
saparatsly on Sooeguls A%

1 5

Schedule A Page ot

—

revised 1272013



CONTRIBUTIONS maore than £50 - from INDIVIDUALS? SCHEDULE A

: S A b e R
Commitiee to Elect Bl Ring for Cou inty Attomey el

§ Committes Name

16-003

foo iy F JRS »\ »~ I)a o 3 ”: ¥ ring
MEGON SOVEDTE DRNDD :

CONTRIBUTIONS oy e CORUEATIE
D83 E i FOTAL THIE
£ GECEIVED QECEIVED THIS CAMPAIGH TO
JAME. ADDRESS, CCCUPATION AND EMPLOYER OF CONTRIEUTOR AR PERIOD e
> Name | < %
bamd and Linda Rozema
Strgst Adaresy :
céém iegacy Ln. o ey
o 041018 $ 30000 $ 1600.00
"F‘agstaﬁ AZ 86004
Lounahan '* el i i 5
f"curé Attorney  Cocdning County
b iMgme

atherine Ryan & David N;aysa

s e i i uasong 3 1600.00 $ 2800.00

Cay : - B .
agsiaﬁ. AZ 86001
Oirrun ” Fitter .
ical Divisi om_aacsefs‘ i,

© WRiliam e Ring

N PRI S 0 T R A B S 3 1000.00 8 3600.00

Stale el

%—ﬁfégstaﬁ, AZ 86001 "

Qrpoation G
Atiorney "Rsp3y Watking

g tHampe ST i
Wiichae! Lessier
%ir?e‘ Aqdress T
850 Barcelona Road -
— s " % D4I09IE $1050.00 $ 4600.00
Lt Pt P
Sedona, AZ 86336-5914 |
"5" 1 #*}‘," (NE e iy, ;
szfumw Attornay Office; Locomno \,z LRty |
* |Whithey Cunningham
e DT PSP
P.O. Box d&) " . x :
i L . oo B Qadz0ine $ 500.00 S 5100.00
State L
Ftiags*" Z 86002

Kitay

*"vmi s & Dissat

i portributions of 880 o less ore
'”séﬁaﬁ S o notmckds e i A S8 . 104 : ’
sgarately on Sohsduls A : ] ‘ CA
Scheduls & Page of

revisesd 122013




CONTRIBUTIONS more than $5% - from iNDIVIDUALS* SCHEDULE A
Committee to Elect Bill Ring for County Attorney % 003
1. Committee Name
) ) January 1, 2016 iay 31, 2016
3. Regori covering period from they
b CUMULATIVE
] CONTRIBUTIONS DATE - ég:\?ég‘lms TOTAL THIS
' NAME, ADDRESS, OCCUPATION AND EMPLOYER OF COMTRIBUTOR RECEIVED PERIOD cmg:x_;;EN L
e
Ta mchael Lessler
d
%'gﬂﬁar%eiona Road 5
: . 5 05/25/16 $ 1000.00 $ 7.650.00
i
Ybdona, AZ 86336-5814 e
ation . Empl "
EBEtY Attorney Offica” B3 conino County
b IN
John R. Murray
3’5% N Snowbow! Ranch Rd
. . % 05/24/16 $ 100.00 $ 7,750.00
Plagstaff, Az 86001-H180
ti 1
Rahager Kh25ha Snowbowt
3 . "
Wlonica Pertea
{ - )
'3'5% éd W.“Presudlo Drive ’
- T 7 08/25/16 $ 50.00 $ 7,800.00
Plagstatt, AZ 86001 :
tion loyar o :
KeSiey RSPy Watkins & Dieset
d ame, o )
T.outs M. Diesel
Adgdress ;
%%1 Eastrobe Cir.
_— S Zi# 05/25/18 $ 500.00 $ 8,300.00
Plagstati, Az 86004 |
i ] : )
KetBrhey REBEY Watkins & Diesel
Name
£ | Johin Dempsey
dress
séﬁemssmn Rd.
5 e % 05/25/16 $ 100.00 $ 8,400.00
Qedona, AZ 86336 i
ti loygr 5 "
Ketsrhay NBHRern Arizona Healthcare
5 ENTER TOTAL ONLY if LAST PAGE OF SCHEDULE A
{Vransler lofal to Detalled Summary Page, Ling 4(a), Column &)
*if contributions of $50 or less are listed with mmf:buisrs NAME, 2GGreSs, CCLUpation and empioyer on
Scheduie A, do nol include them on Scheduie 4-1. List 35 Clean Election guatifyng coninbutions
separately on Schedule A-2. 4 5
Schedule A Page of

revised 12/2013



CONTRIBUTIONS more than $50 - from INDIVIDUALS* SCHEDULE A
Committee to Elect Bill Ring for County Attorne 2. 0¥
1. Committee Name 9 ity 4 16-003
) August 18, 2616 September 19, 2016
3. Report covering period from __ thw
CUMULATIVE
. CONTRIBUTIONS DATE . ggggg;;[” s CL%EML g:'?o
© NAME, ADDRESS, OCCUPATION AND EMPLOYER OF CONTRIBUTOR RECEWVED PERIOD BATE
P |88 & Holii Phillips
U Aﬁdr
. Elden Street
363 Eiden S T 5 8/18/16 150.00 $18,945
e i dis3 )
Plagstaft, Az 86001 A
KetEiey g
b Irf-ame "
oren & Joyce Cunningham
B596%'&5h Ln.
v ™ 8/19/18 250.00 $19,195
?'fagstaff, AZ 86004
1 I :
Ke&dihtants E878R Cunningham, CPA, PLLC
“ |BShald H Bayles Jr.
S .
f’é%’?&‘?'%%n Francisco
- s 7 8/26/16 100.00 $19,295
?*Yagstaﬁ, AZ 86001 X
L 1 § % : 5
KRSirey RS Watkins & Diesel
r] me . . : : SR
I (R&mit L Smith
{ Ad .
4944 b aradise Road
- — o 8/28/16 100.00 $19,395
(ié‘(agstaﬁ, AZ 86004
1i —
Peapaish ce B 1
¢ '¥ithes R Craven
[
%5? 'ﬁd Bertrand st.
: . 8/24/16 250.00 $19,645
?r State Lip
agstaff, AZ 86001
U -
RaraGer HEt&*Monte Vista, inc.
ENTER TOTAL ONLY I { AST PAGE OF SCHEDULE A
[Transfer total to Detofled Summary Page, Line 4{a}. Column A}
*if contribulions of $50 or less are Hstet with contributsrs name, address, cccup}étivn an3 employar on
Schedule A, do not include them on Schedule A-1. List $3 Clean Election gualifying contributions
separately on Scheduie A-2. 1 2
Schedule A Page of

ravised 1272013



EXHIBIT

', CII




IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS and EXPENDITURES SCHEDULE E
Committee to Elect Bill Ring for County Attorne! iy
1. Committea Name g ty y 16-003
January 1, 2015 May 31, 2016
3. Report covenng pericd from thru
IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS and EXPENDITURES
FAIR MARKET
4. INAME AND ADDRESS OF INDIVIDUAL (OR NAME, ADDRESS AND ID# OF THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE) DATE VALUE
FROM WHOM RECEIVED OR TO WHOM GIVEN
] tlizarr;a?z Aﬂdsr?)sé ycnty State, Zip, and iD# CONTRIBUTION §
123 N San Francisco Flagstaff Az 86001 leeenomune ¥
- 5-25-16 $324.11
on, |
Eunciransmg Event
Occupation Empioyer
Attorney Aspey, Watkins & Diesei
S T Atiens oy State. Zio. and ID# -
T wren CO PN 16 WAM conmmaimon. B
123 N San Francisco Flagstaff Az 86001 y
, EXPENDITURE gi
: 5.25-16 $324.11
?_wmp ion, .
unc]ralsmg Event
Qccupation anp:s &
Attorney Aspey, Watkins & Diesel
c llﬂ-aga, Blldéessélcny. State, Zip, and ID# —— g
123 N San Francisco Flagstaff Az 86001 |penmmune 54
. ‘am . 5-25-16 $324.12
= raising Event
Qcecupation Emplay
Attorney Aspﬁy, Watkins & Diesel
d |Name, Address, City, State, Zip, and iD# e [:'
EXPENDTURE {:’3
Description
Occupation Employer
5 | ENTER TOTAL (N-KIKD CONTRIBUTIONS ONLY IF LAST PAGE OF SCHEDULT & il iost bego Gi Gehiadgite €, ransiar Al 6 Dotsdes Sumeiery Page, Lino 6 Caluma A) $2v661 -63
6 || ENTER TOTAL IN-KIND EXPENDITURES ORLY If LAST PAGE OF GTNEDULE & [ fesf pogar ! Scholwia €, tanstar teind o Dassded Summan Page. Lne 11, Cotumn A} $2’661 '63
3 3
Schedule E Page of

ravised 12/2013
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF COCONINo16 1iAR 29 PH

Dan R. Slayton, Judge

Division 2
Date: March 29,2016 Carrie Faultner, Judicial Assistant
NOTICE.
STATE OF ARIZONA, ;
Plaintiff, ; - .
Vs, AT i Case No. CR2015 00862
STEVEN EDWARD JONES, ;
Defendant. %

The Court issues this minute entry to advise all parties that it has conferred with both the
Coconino County and Maricopa County Adult Probation Departments regarding supervision
services available in Maricopa County should this court release the defendant. This ex parte
communication was specifically authorized by both the prosecution and defense counsel to allow
this Court the opportunity to ask question of both departments without the need for a formal
evidentiary hearing.

This Court sets forth the general parameters of questions asked by the Court and the
requests made by the probation departments:

1. What is the type, cost and level of supéwisien available in Maricopa County?

2. What are the names and addresses of any victim’s or families living in Maricopa County for
the purposes of formatting exclusion zones?

3. Who will pay for the monitoring?
4. What other types of release orders shouid be in place?
5. Can the supervision be immediately in place upon, or prior to, defendant’s release?

During the course of the conversation with the Maricopa County Probation Department,
the Court was advised that the prosecution had asked that they call the prosecutor afterwards and



CR2015-00862 ‘ ' | ‘

State of Arizona vs Steven Edward Jones
March 29, 2016
Page 2

divulge the conversation this Court had with Maricopa County. If true, this Court believes this to
be unprofessional behavior. The proper method would have been to ask for a reported meeting
with all parties in attendance and ask the Court for the specifics of the conversation. This was not
done. If the parties desire to know more details of the above areas, they should contact the
Court’s Judicial Assistant and set up a short hearing for that purpose. Otherwise, the Court will
gladly set out the specifics of the communication it had with the respective depanments at the
April 12" hearing,

) 7 =

Date Dan y Slayton, Judge

mmon Barker and Bryan Shea, ¢/o Courthouse Box

rges N. McCowan, Burges McCowan, PLC, 1421 E. Thomas Rd., Phoenix, AZ 85014
6shua Davidson, Law Offices of Joshua S. Davidson, PLC, 8110 E. Cactus Rd., Suite
100, Scottsdale, AZ 85260
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" NURAS £6 |

AL COURT — FLAGSTAFE AR A
OF CocoNing, STATE OF ARIZONA
R ol {:z'% \

to. {1 ITuE
e \ki LG\ Lo

W ;
; i
P
@

_#TATE OF ARIZONA

v, .

P Wl St s

PLEA AGREEMENT

agree 1o the following disposition of this case:

s I8 ) quaiity [ no contest }rgs onsible to: \ s
RS [Tk @ L SNFQRCERBN L

N F FICTTN i(enie

terms and conditions:
10 greater than:

;Q\:L - O Wi
8 XY on & Lo
surcharge) of 5 e OF *w 2
For a wal in fines of $. ,
Imcarcerstion fnr N days. Defendan: shall be crodited ", O days for fime already servag,
Additional terms; & b

WWM
T %M’MWWWM,
et i e
B

Mw“ i :
Fatme following cha are dismissed, or i 4L ver filed. shall n -De hrought against the defendant:
e (VS B VRS, T SRR %’ﬁf
+ 7 : : v i
ottt sisbemssootamisatenpi. i ""‘"‘“"WM‘— ; M—Muww'

ADBITIONAL UNDEHSTANDINGS. TERMS AND CONDITIONS

1 That this agreernent, uniess rejected o withdrawn, seryes o amend the complams to charge
defendant pleads, without the filing of any additionat pleading. If the plea is rejectey orowithdrawn, the origi
automatically. Should the Court reject this agreemert. or the Stare withdravy from the agresmeny
of double jeopardy.

2. Unless this plea is rejected or withdrawn, that the defendant hereby gives Upoany and all of
tions or/requests which the defendamn has made or raised. or could ASSEIT hereafter, 1o the Court
dant and imposition of 3 sentence upan the defendant consistant with this agreemen:.

the motions, defenses, abjecs
s entry of judgment against the defon.

3 That if after accepting this agreement the Court conciyges hat any of e RIEvIsions regarding the Sentence or the term and

conditions of probation are inappmmiate. it can TeJELT The ning. Ging the defendgan: and e State an dLporiunity 1o withtiraw the plea.

Having read and understood the terms and conditions set forth in this

s 2N and having discussed the Case and my
constitutional rights with my lawyer, having them explained (o (e by the Cour. | any enter the plea as noted above on the terms
and conditions set forth herain, | understand thaty by entering Y plea. ! GIVE Us tay » T YO A TRIAL, 0 CONFRONT, CROSS-EXxaM.

INE. AND TO COMPEL THE ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES, anp MY PRIVILEGE Ana

B FAVELH

L?%NCR&M!NATJGN, AND  WAIVE My RIGHT
TO HAVE THE APPELLATE COURTS REVIEW THE PROCEEDINGS BY WAY OF oiag :

Lo turther understand thar i, as part of this
RO 10 madificazior} at any time during the

Yo 4

Eateg

plea bargain, t am granted probation by the Caunt. the period and mnd&nms thareof
probationary period in the svent | viojare any written condition of prat}aracﬁt?f
£

: ,’L:*f"f‘fwr Voap, dy o
a3 e 4 { gf ¥ frﬂ“\\} . ?
bate 2 (et 0T : /

Defendan: Lol ;“w

Having discussed this case with My client iy detan and having advised
all possible defenses, | believe this ples Dargain appropriately dispoges of the cas
a5 noted above and on the terms and conditions set forth herein,

WY chient of the constitutional rights noted above and
& under the facts, ang COncuUr in the entry of the plea

Date

e Defense (‘mm:;ei LA i

Having reviewed this marter, | cancur that the plag and disposition et forth in this §greement are appropriate ang in the

interests of justice, P
; il W
-y — g % / )
3“&%' V& Q15 Prosecutor L«:://Lf}\__ P i

v s plea of {’//} guilty { ) no contest { ) responsible
€ accepted. the Court finding a factual basis for any plea of Suilty ar n

; f G ontest and shay the defendam entered such plea knnwing;‘y,
telligently and voluntarily, :
5 F i
) J o Lo e
wme_ [-2-p €2 %’

City Magistrara W&&%&@M




